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the coins (as those'experienced in these matters conjecture
from the fabric) had been struck by a blow of a hammer
on a plate of soft metal, they cut them here and there
with a hollow chisel or gouge into a circular form, and
yet the chisel did not make a perfect circle, but left a
certain portion of the circumference (rife nepifapfias)
intact, by which the coin was still attached to the plate
from which it was finally detached by means of shears.
They say that the cause of the inequality in the size of
the two faces of the coins arises from the fact that the
gouge could not be retained perfectly in place when
receiving the blows of the hammer, so that it did not cut
in straight, but ran out towards the edge of the coin on
account of the hardness of the metal and the difficulty in
cutting it. Since very manifest traces of all this appear on
our coins, we have taken great pains to have them faith-
fully shown in the engravings. - We have also placed in a
plate by themselves some good examples of similar cutting
on coins of Hugs of Syria> or of the Greeks of Phoenicia,
of not much earlier date than our coins; and also on
Punic or Carthaginian coins, as well as some of Gades,
Canaca, and Abdera, which came in our way, though such
appearances are rare on Greek coins"54

by Bayer to Simon Maccabssus, but erroneously; and the
peculiar manner of striking here alluded to is not so apparent
upon them as upon the coins of the year "four." Moreover,
they are very much tMnner.

54 De Num. Hebr., p. 139. The coins of Canaca, mentioned
by Bayer, wliich were attributed to that place by Seatini and
others, have been restored by the Bev. J. C. Lindberg to Sex,
in Bsetica (Comm, de Num. Punices Sextorum, olim Canacce
et Concance tributis. Havnise, 8vo., 1824), an attribution con-
firmed by a coin preserved in the Paris collection. (J. Y.
Akerman, Anc. Coins of Cities and %rinces> pp. 24, 55,199,
200.)